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Commonly used methods for phylogenetic reconstruction of insects
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Abstract We briefly introduce the commonly used methods and programs for phylogenetic reconstruction of insects. We

discuss the advantages and disadvantages of these methods and evaluate them with an empirical study.
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The main steps of insect phylogenetic reconstruction

Wi, JF GRS HIEMERGH, REKFEENT
AP, B T R B B 2 Bk TR AE ( Yang and
Rannala,2012) . J& B 8§ 09 75 2k 2 115505 51 P
Z s AL I B, O F T 49 B (0 BE B 46 B AT R 58
REMMRE, BT R B 7 B2 L ECHES iy
B A Fe 9, 25 58 3 45 A R AE O6F 5% of #8 B  )
HHRERARZ KBRS, —BORBL, Y
MERGE K BEWM M E I E EEA 4 R B
(Saitou and Nei, 1987 ) | fix K faj 2 ¥ ( Czelusniak
, 1990) % KALLSK %= ( Felsenstein, 1981 ) A1 D1
i 77 ¥ ( Huelsenbeck and Ronquist,2001) , F

et al.

T EARA 21— T L 4 B o5 B 00 J5 B RAE 56 fk
B o
1.4.1 4f#:3% ( Neighbor-Joining , NJ)  4F 3%



- 290 - W B #2243 Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 50 &

S TR BT 2 B AR R — 5 00 AR AL T i
P HE 3t 2% A 7 91 22 [ %) i A BE S # el —
L P9 I, AR I OHG R I R — 1 SRk AR OB I
PEHRE MERGTLEW,

BT B 907 U HIR ARk ) H— R AL
ST BT RBCRAR B, N A SRR AR TR, HL
A e AR 29 1 R e KA AR i —FEAE — D iR AL Y
PRUE TR LB Z 1R, B REE T P4 bR
OBTI ey i I T £ N il DR o S R My 7
RS BRS04 07 15 6 T 43 B LG R 1 ) 4 R R
WA By, B R Y 43 I B e 3 A Al AR 58 22 A
R AR 22 B B8 1 7 vk (B4R 42 3% ) T %5 &
(Yang and Rannala,2012) ;1 H. , 73 5 kb 88K ) P
G 9 R 3 25 6 XoF o 1 1) L, BB Y O kR T ) 4
VRS v g 25 6 AR BEORE, DT A 31 5 b B ) R, A
T LA B 48 4 2 18 43 BT 1 41 4 KR 45
KRB AR LA T o #4813 A
& MEGA5/PHYLIP( Felsenstein ,2005) /PAUP “4. 0
( Swofford ,2000) ,

1.4.2 HFKX#E %% ( maximum parsimony, MP)

T K] 249 1 2 e TR AR 1Y 7 1, AR A R AL AT
b 1) 2% P 2] 18] 1) ik 3 46 155 40 44 A i A5 R RE 1Y
WL SR T 1t e/ N B B B AL

i R 18] 2 0 A 5 A5 8 1 AR 9K ik IR A
Qb B 1 G F I S AR A B IR TR A
WESE , LT B0, AR 25 By i 38 F0 B Ak, 58 A7 B T T
RABR LA . 247 9 o BUE BAR RS, TE
o 155 2D Y ) 24 3 ] DAAR A5 be H Al Dy 2k BE AT R Y R
BERBEW o AHR TR 201 B = WYl A A 2 A1 5, 3
il B LT A T RELEAY £ 28 52 4 & W I ) 1 4 ol ik
et B 15 B o 24 B 56 10 £5 B AL s B 3
b, BAFTE B2 1Y 0] 52 58 78wl F- 47 98 748 B I e, ml
RE2 20t — A & BB B DR A 4 S 45 2R, 1y
SRR RE S MR B AG o AN, T 2k
TR IE A R AL 5 A 22 A R A 5 I, 2 il B R A
% 5] ” (long-branch attraction ) ] 85, F4) 22 faj 24 A4
B2 MEGAS/ PAUP™ 4.0,

1.4.3 H KM% (maximum likelihood, ML)

e RABLAR v L 2 B T AR A B O 8 E AR —
R A F18 R A ARABE B ke O BT P 47 A5 AR AL 7
A= (R RCHE 5 S A =2 TR) A R R R B A e (15 F)
RRBRIRE) , Fe iR # b, il ad ik 54— 4
TN GS AL B LR R, SR 5 Pk i v BLAR i de R 1Y)

AN GRSy e O o

Fe KASR V5 78 43 A 280 A1) B A 208 15 2,
HEACRE AR AL R ] T bR e R gE it O vk, JF B
AR A ASE AU AR TR A LG B B A, AT LT A R
HE o B KAMSR 12 R ] 22 4 52 % 1) 3 A A5 2 o 4 3
A ) LS AR T SR 3 R A R T i K TR] 2 12
M — A FZRR S (R, e KA IE W MoK &
AT R i) 2 A BL AR VR U T 45 R A IR 0 3 5 g
IR ESRAR & o M Ah, die KABLAR 25 X 7 B Y i 4K
AR, AR AR AN 2, X A7 Bk AT RE A
AUFBIGETT AR o b A e KA SR B 8 Y B
ff & MEGA5/PhyML( Guindon and Gascuel 2003 )/
PAUP"4.0,
1.4.4 DRt Hr 77 3% ( Bayesian inference) Ul il
oy i R B TR IR Y O Bk, B R T R R
R B VAL A T A I8 BR AR A T, B oK
I B AR A A IR RN B 2 0T T LS

U387 07 % M R ABL AR vk — B, A7 1 £ L W)
M GE TR, AN — SO FA RO w A A i
/RN R v (2 P S I o v g
AR 43 S b 18 T 6 B 388 B A, B X TR
T e R AR RO, (07 P A 17 B P AR I, o 2
BUR MR LB R o Se R T LU I R A 24
S A5 B, SR T A 115 B AR A i, AR B iy
A 53 A R 2 feT ] H B R e BN i e e .
He, — 7 R0 1Y 5 56 (B0 5 30 R 2 A7 52 i
BN, &% i #% 45 4, 78 {6 F§ MrBayes ( Huelsenbeck
and Ronquist 2001 ) I, £ K 1 37 42 86 BOxt T4
A EERERS 7 AE A B IR Bl , BRI 28
AL T HA SRS, Bk, 78 98 47 DU i
3 M B I A, DF-Ail S 56 M 3R X0 TR 56 A R Y 5
AR EEM, HH, BHRTREZEERY
(MCMC) ¥ B KAk 3153, 1 70 B R L5080 S 1
MCMC 1y W S M FiIR & T REUAR wfE B e Bl 2 1
4 g DL oS54 S T A B R F 2 MirBayes

2 NMNASH

TEIX B, LI MEGAS R 44 g 48 45 W S 31, A
BRIURG LE EEOERIELE.

BB JE B H S I — A fasta
SCPECIE 2) #EAT 7 B X, 4T JF MEGAS fifi i 5t

i} File Open a File/session % B X
fE—— 0 B X 375 AE b 2k 4% Align I



13 Z# HERRAGREFEER W L PR - 291 -

%t H) F F)——Alignment ——% #& L X 5
(Alignment by Clustal W/Muscle ) S ST
A LUE S, sl OK R BISE R . 15 2/ 751
FEXF &5 R AR A, B E AT 5 SE R M i R 5k &
R

SRJG R EE X 4 1) Py SR R SR W
T I+ MEGAS fii JH A1 File Open a File/

>BHS100705061_Pangrapta_disruptalis«

AL XF 5 B 3 ——H B X35 AE
F ik # Analysis
Neighbor-Joining Tree

session

Construct/ Test

Phylogeny
7= H B B Analysis
Preference X} if #E & 3% 3 = %%, #] 4 Test of
Phylogeny H1i%#% Bootstrap ( Felsenstein, 1985 ) , No.
of Bootstrap Replications FiE#H i —15 3 R A
KA

GTTTACTAATTCGTGCTGAATTAGGTAATCCAGGATCTTTAATTGGTGACGATCAAATTT

>BHS100705132_Callopistria_juventina+

GTTTATTAATTCGTGCTGAATTGGGAAACCCAGGATCATTAATTGGAGATGATCAAATTT-

>BHS100703102_Hadjina_chinensis«

GATTATTAATTCGTGCTGAATTAGGAACCCCAGGATCTTTAATTGGAGATGATCAAATTT«

>BHS100705035_Hypocala_subsatura«

GATTATTAATTCGTGCTGAATTAGGTAACCCAGGATCATTAATTGGAGACGATCAAATTT

>BHS100703155_Anterastria_atrata«

GTTTATTAATTCGTGCTGAATTAGGAAATCCTGGATCTTTAATTGGAGATGATCAAATTT-

>BHS100703161_Niphonyx_segregata«

GATTATTAATTCGAGCTGAATTAGGAAATCCAGGATCTTTAATTGGAGATGATCAAATTT

B 2 fasta LHER
Fig.2 Format of the fasta file

L, LR BB R R L FR, R4
KEWRIE T W5 R 2Z 0 R G R, W
5y WG FR R #0 PN 25 4, v 4y 32K B RO %
Oy A HE Ak I R AR b i R L B R R R
IR AT (R R SRS ) T S AL
T R AL AR R (BB D RS 61 45, 2010) , P4 5 55
REEY T Z [ A & A1 AR A
Gy F s B A S0 ST A 2T (ML TR AR)
ZIH G R, — M — A 43 3 HURE 3 42 7 1 AH AT 1Y
=

P f KT 2 AR B K L AR W B AT
MEGAS 8 , {H 2 75 2 30 3 0 S 4 2 45 K LR AR
BEREPEIE A 00 B R AR 15 ; i s DL i BT AR — i R 3
F MrBayes 8R4, 76 L3500 F b A VRS g R
TEMCRAAN AT

3 it

— >R ] Bootstrap 1977 15 K VAl T A4 2 2 4t
KW AT SEE , Bootstrap J7 i f) — BB - A
Fr o B 5 v, BE AL A (] B AS BB ik 3B v —

G, iy AR TR B ELTHE 2 0 7 30, S 52 34T IR A
BN Z U875, % X 2 7 5k i R G R B DL
VEAN BTG 2 00 R 8 R AL A A T AR . — R
T, Bootstrap & £ #% 500 ~1 000 X .,

M T JLER, R L B AN E i)
AR Z 3R X —J7 AT 48 TR ALE R M L,
S—Iriifsas THEmA L, HEREKRE
HAH SRR O K0 Py s, Dy sk Ge kA e
B ARG R T HESFERZ R, X
—J7 T2 T A i A AR Y B A, AN 3
TR B R Gk K & IF A BEA 2 7] 58 1Y
G5, 5y —Jr e WO AL R i R G R
B R FRAN AT G Y 23 A R

MR RGERE ST R RN L RGE LT
FEF BT A5 21 0 45 2R, HC R 5 4 R0 52 1 38 A7 7R 1
Z4U B EMRE—ERE ERON T KSR
RYRE RFR,MH., BEAE A o B2 59 Wy & e il
RGR B HTITE AR W 58 3, X T Y Fh R 58 K
BHRAMN T EMEA B3 T AR Y 5
Dy G EAR AR R, B R 5k & & it



- 292 -

W B #2243 Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 50 &

\

G2 UG BT 1 28

2 % 3Lk ( References)

Czelusniak J, Goodman M, Moncrief ND, Kehoe SM, 1990.

Maximum  parsimony approach to  construction  of
evolutionary trees from aligned homologous sequences.
Methods Enzymol. , 183:601 —615.

Edgar RC, 2004. MUSCLE ; multiple sequence alignment with
high accuracy and high throughput. Nucleic Acids Res. , 32
(5):1792 -1797.

Felsenstein J, 1981. Evolutionary trees from DNA sequences:
a maximum likelihood approach. J. Mol. Evol. , 17(6):
368 - 376.

Felsenstein J, 1985. Confidence limits on phylogenies: an
approach using the bootstrap. Evolution, 39 (4).783 -
791.

Felsenstein J, 2005. Phylip: Phylogenetic Inference Program,
Version 3. 6. (Univ. of Washington, Seattle).

Guindon S, Gascuel O, 2003. A simple, fast, and accurate
algorithm to estimate large phylogenies by maximum
likelihood. Syst. Biol. , 52(5) :696 —704.

Huelsenbeck JP, Ronquist F, 2001.

MrBayes: Bayesian

inference of phylogenetic trees. Bioinformatics, 17(8) ;754
-755.

Saitou N, Nei M, 1987. The neighbor-joining method: a new
method for reconstructing phylogenetic trees. Mol. Biol.
Evol. , 4(4) :406 —425.

Swofford DL, 2000. PAUP”
Parsimony ( and Other Methods ) 4.0 Beta ( Sinauer

Phylogenetic  Analysis by

Associates, Massachusetts) .

Tamura K, Peterson D, Peterson R, Stecher G, Nei M,
Kumar S, 2011. MEGAS: molecular evolutionary genetics
analysis using maximum likelihood, evolutionary distance,
and maximum parsimony methods. Mol. Biol. Evol. , 28
2731 -2739.

Thompson JD, Higgins DG, Gibson T, 1994. CLUSTALW:
improving the sensitivity of progressive multiple sequence
alignment through sequence weighting, position-specific gap
penalties and weight matrix choice. Nucleic Acids Res. , 22
(22) :4673 - 4680.

Yang Z, Rannala B, 2012. Molecular phylogenetics:
principles and practice. Nature Review, 13:303 —314.

TR, AR, 2010, S FRELKE T EYE R
Jiik. WEHLRLEE, 37(8) .47 -51.



	KCZS1301(1) 288
	KCZS1301(1) 289
	KCZS1301(1) 290
	KCZS1301(1) 291
	KCZS1301(1) 292

